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Means, Standarc se eae t Values)... 0. ea 18% 


Vere 


ee aoe ‘children, ‘enrolled ‘in the proaran, This figure, does not reflect’ 1th 


- total number of children who were exposed to” the Program: ‘during the 2 - 


1979-80. schoo! year, _ Table 1 indicates the’ number of children regs | 


o 4 ‘ istered’ for the. program in September of, ‘i979. (301): 2 as well as the» 


number of admissions: and discharaes: by ‘school class. Two hundred “4 ° \ 


and. sixty-two children were enrolled for the entire schoo? year, 


(ee eiohty=six Students received partial exposure to the bie 


- as program. 7 i ee ee as to ae 
* eae are assigned to ‘piTingual ‘classes on ‘the basis of. their : 


* scores. on the English Language Assessment. Battery, This test was, 


" ddministered at the end: of: 1978-79, or’ at: the: beeinning of: the 
_1979- 80. school. year, : . The tuentieth. ‘percentile. is the: ‘cut-off Point” 
f for placement. in the program. English LAS scores. were reported, for 
229 students; 159 (6. 4% of those tested) were. below the twentieth 
"penecsti lc, Lan scares, in Snanish were eenrese fur 176 students; 


Th Bea (227% of: those tested) were’ ‘below, the: twentieth percentile./ 


i. while. it is impossible to determine the ote of ‘the total 


ope population that falls below the twentieth percentile on ‘the Spanish 


lanauane LAB, this aroup enresents students ma have basic ‘Janayace _ 


* mS Bo 


¥ ; deficits in Spanish as ved as: Enolish, As the aim of the bitinoudt 
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nroaram is to Aeoudde children whose native Tanai is not Enolish | 
ae ; with: equal educational, opportunity by using ‘two lanquages , their 
a | native Janquane: and Enalx¥h, this’ ‘Native ‘lanouane. deficit ' may ine - 7 
° hibit their yrovress ih the bilingdal educational .proorai, 5 | 
| “The major emplasis of the District p proqram. is the instructional : 
component. Curriculum Development, ‘staff Training and Parental In= 
7 ae  yvolvenent. are important Secondary program pert desianed to com-: 
7 plement the instructional component. 
Curing the 1979-80 schoo], year, ‘the. Title VI Staff consisted 
if tes of a Proaram sicadeal. an ‘Assistant saa Director, two Bit inaual . 
_, Resource Teachers, _ three Educational Assistants, and three” Family cow 
‘Assistants... The staff. altho ii includes 13 tax-levy bilingual class~ oe 
: {oom teachers. In some schoots, ESEA Title. I and School Special 
“Heed? funds provide auxiliary personnel that work with ‘the Title 
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The 1979-80 evaluation des tan ingfudes both process and moe 
components. ‘In order. to: ‘implement the process. evaluation, the evalt 
uators systematically observed the. program in the four schools.” a 


They were quided ‘in their eiige ka by a’ Classroom Observation 


‘Scale, They provided feedback to .the” program staff ‘an the schools | 


and reported periodically ‘to ‘the program administrators and district 


‘office pe personnel, Pee ae a. . a 


The- product evaluation 1s. desioned. to. assess the sandant of the - 


program on the students, ° “Two. ‘instruments were used: “Inter-American 


Series ‘Prueba de Lectura, and,digtropo1 tan. an Test t. (Readina) 


‘The instruments were usec 


in Coniunct ion with the fol lowing objec, : o 


. % . 


‘Spanish Lanaquaae Arts Achievement. 


By- the end of the pro- 


: gram year, Spanish- dominant pupils will make a statistically siqnif=. 


icant gain. in total Spanish reading scores (as measured by the inters 


de Lectura), = _ . 


2. Enalish Langage Arts Achievement (Readina), Given’ a’ pre- 


gram of instruction: in Ennlish, Spanish- dominant students win show 


a sianificant gain: in 1 reading on the 
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PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION = 
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a) 


| — t  * The: evaluators made. fan rounds of visits to the Bilingual. 


i 
classes in. Novenber 1979, January 1980, March 1980, and’ ‘May/June 


@ 


1980, 


During these Visits, the evaluators observed Classes and, dis- 


" pussed their’ “observations with: classroom téachers afd the Resource 


as cific: problems as well as aeneral program policies, The evaluators 
found the program staff and school superviséry pérsonne} to be both 1 


a. cooperative and concerned about the program. 


The fol lowing statements are based on the assroon observa- _ 


' 
Pe 


tions and. fodlow-up discussions, 


| aan 
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Rooms and Materials. 


"Bilingual classes were situated: for the most “part in standard 


_ sized rooms equipped with movable desks and chairs. The classroom 
environments were generally briahj and attractive providing a posi- 


tive atmosphere for learning. Se He 


The classrooms were decorated with efucat ona charts and pice 


tures, and samples of student work in two Tanquaqes, _ Awide variety 


“Teachers. These discussion sessions focused on situational ly ‘spew 


y= 


of Written material in two lanquageswas-avaitable. SPREE TYE - 


—" 


material and audio- visual aids were evident in the classrooms’ and 


the Bil inaual Resource rooms. However in ‘the lessons obsérved, 


"teachers used textbooks and workbooks _ ‘in thein presentations 


Nc aes 
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Most: Bit inguad teachers demonstrate competence in 1 classroom, 


: - management skills In their rooms , > they create an Atmosphere that 


While many Igssons still involve intact class instruction, the vw 


teachers Are mevinn ousrde: greater use of small aroup: instruction, 
ae - ; smal. eroup ‘instruction has been instituted most successful ly in. 
ESL and Spanish lanquage arts instruction, The District Title VII 
2 * proaram has developed ‘a diannostic instrument that distinauishes 
amonq students: on ‘the basis of ability and achievement in oral and 
| written English, ‘This’ instrument, is used for arouping in the pro: “= 
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In some schools, the ESL component benefits from additional. : 
available staff (Title 1 and Speciatineeds). Furthermore, there is 
- an exce} lent, curriculam developed by: the District Title VII staff 
which prescribes , meaningful sequential activities i ‘different 
‘Tévels of Ennlish- Vanquage development, . 
In an schools, the number" ‘of. ‘ch4 dren” elinible for ‘bilingual 
‘instruction is insuffitient to form individual single- graded classes, ~ 
oo | therefore bil inqual classes are mutt icraded. ‘Intact. ‘class instruc. ‘ 
4 tion, in these, instances, means. exposure to inappropriate grade ~ 


~ level curriculum hile we. have observed more teachers grouping 


students and instructina sma] groups, there were still many. in- — 


stances where the entire class, was instructed aS-a whole. 
In order to implement the. ‘program, some schools have ‘instituted 
ae “departmental ized ‘instruction, At PAS. ‘54, Aeschars are PESPON= 


ae ble for one or two- subjects and students rotate to the different 
| | | | * 
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; is warm, “positive: and non-threatening, a ee 4 ? 
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a teachers for instruction, 
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The. use, of Aepartmental ized ‘instruction. insures’ that. students 


dre exposed to. teachers. with Adequate: English. Vanquane ‘competence 


re for English Lanquane. arts and: ESt instruetion.. The Title VII pro- 


. “gram. in-P.S, 54 is. fully coordinated with the Title 1 ‘and Special 


dere which reid additional staff £ the proqram, In 


“this school; students are placed rin hémioqengous qroups for most ine 


_ struction, » The additional personixen\, the subject matter “speciali-. 


ically begin. by the teacher instructing a to turn. their ate 7" 


(ell: -deve loped Tessons, 


oe 


a 


zatiort,/ the high level of. program ornanization, as well ‘as teicher 


_ gampittence, may explain the success of this: strategy in-P.s. 54, 


Teachers, ‘in the four. schools ‘still tend to rely o09 heavily on 


textbook and workbook presentation’ of subject matter. “Lessons typ= 


tention to the board or the text. In many cases, teachers sustain 


student, interest ty the strength of ‘their personalities pater wr a 


va 


Lessons. tend to: be ‘Aeacter-dominated and Tack motivating active 


‘ities, summaries, and questions: that develop the students" verbal 


and ‘intellectual skills, ” Taachers aeferally. ply on. questions that 


are desioned to elicit either a.one-word or a repetitive patterned 


7 response, With ;the except ionvof some ESL instruction, students, do, 


_ not have sufficient opportunity to elaborate: responses and expand. 
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“their verbal skills. - ae ae 


: : . ~ . . Beas | : : ‘ oe : “é 
_Lanquane User. , po tea oa sty _ 


~The Title VII: ‘Tanduao’ use” ‘policy is desianed to maintain sep- 


'. arate Tanguace contexts, pineticna instruction proceeds ‘in only 
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one lanquane at a time, thus | minintzing Tinauistic confusion. Sube” 
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its . ject. matter. instruction ‘is in Spanish. “The Enalish lanquage is 


8 ' used for ESL and Enalish ‘language arts: “instruction, 
ws ‘ . Me : 
© Ee he ‘Teachers are encouraned to use “English to summarize class Tes-_ 
a : és . 
*.'4 1» Sons, hen this policy is fully implemented, it. wil] provide a 


ae ‘ 


: @means ® ‘of systematically introducing Enal ish into curricula dreas, 


rae thus facilitating the transition to the mainstream. 


ey “UBT ultural Aspect — 


nce . - The Bicultural aspect» of the projram appears limited to. heroes 
| and hol iday observances. The evaluators did not observe léssons_ 
where the mul ticu] tural heritage of the cht dren was. ificonporeeea ye 
= into a traditional lesson, - Teachers generally fail to take advan- 
ad : tage ‘of the ‘opportunity to draw upon the experiences and cultures 
. it of their averse StUeeNy population, a wee 
ae —. ° Parental Invabvenent i in 
a _.The. BiVinqual agit is ‘constantly trying to increase the level 
of parent participation | in “the program, Various strateqies are being 
used, Family Assistants assiqned to. the schools routinely contact . 
. parents: to inform them: of their children’ s problems and/or proquessi 
Special parent meetinas are conducted at some schools, 
_ The District has. published a-newsletter in Spanish and English 
~ which details the pron am's achievements. Photographs of the chil- © 
dren esate itaata the nevsletter, 


Staff Development . 4 


f 


Staff development activities in 1979-80 included workshops, ine 
tensive on-site training, and Title Vil-reimbyfsed university train- 
ing. 


The program sponsored- workshops for Title VI1, Title I and in- 
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: terested mainstream Staff on Ennlish as a Second Lanquage, The Di- 


rector and: Assistant Director have worked intensively with. the Re~ 


source Teachers who are in. contact with the school-based staff and 


have a chorounh knowledqe. of new developments and materiaTs, 


The Resource Teachers work with the teachers and educational 


assistants in developing skills and techniques that wil) enhance 
; ; : i 


classroom performance. In addition, the Director and Assistant Di- 


rector make frequent on-site visits to work with school staff on 


specific problems, ; 

In order to upgrade the Enalish skills of. the staff, the pro- 
gram encouraged and paid the tuition for teachers takina ESL courses 
at Lona Island University. , | 


Curriculum Development 


Weekly curriculum development sessions were held at the Dis=. 


trict Office. Resource teachers Barb yet paced in developing Level 


II curriculum materials for the program, A Comprehensive Plan for 


“Bilangual Education for #e district was eeyeNopeds ‘It will be. 


implemented during the coming years, — 
A eidinalal newsletter for parents, students, and staff was 
produced. This newsletter details the philosophy and achievements 


= 


of the program during the past five years, 


~ PUPIL ACHIEVEMENT. — 


In order to assess the impact of ‘the proaram on ‘the partici- 


saute: Student scores on the appropriate levels. oF the Netropolitan 


Achievement Test in Reading ‘and the Inter- ‘American Series, Prueba 
de Lectura were submitted to’ statistical analysis. , | 


ry’ 
In the 1978-79 Final Report, “the evaluators recommended that 
standardized tests in subjects other than Enalish and Spanish read- 
7 inna be included in the testina proqram, A broader ranne of student 


achievement in a bilinqual proaram could thén be assessed, This- 
: \ 
recommendation. has not been implemented and therefore the evalua- 


tion is limited to these two areas. 
In November 1979, appropriate levels of the pretest were admin- 
istered to students enrolled in the SrOarani: In June 1980, post~ 
“tests were administered, _ During 1979-80, two hundred sixty-two 
students persopcniias in the Bilinaual program for the entire year. - 
One hundred fifty-seven achievement scores in Spanish readina (pre 
and posttests) and 118 in Enqlisn reading were submitted to the vevals 
uators for analysis. | 
Kinderaarten and grade dq students are not included in the teste 
ina pronram and grade 2 students have not been tested in Enolish 
readinn, In some classes, sianificant numbers of students were ex- 
cused from takino the standardized tests. Thus, the data presented 
below represents only a part of «the eliaible population, The tested 
qroup may differ siqnificantly from the aroup that was not tested, 
The problem of missina data is compounded by the fact that the ini- 


tial pretests were not administered until mid-tiovember, 2-1/2 months 
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after the proqram beqan, 


ee analyses used were t tests for correlated means. 


tests are u sed to determine whether or not two sets of scores dife . 


Jct 


fer sinnificantly ina statisticnl sense from each other. lf the t/. 


| a 
af 


values) reach statistical sianificance, one can conclude that such 3 a 
difference is: not attributable to chance atone. 
On the Metroy 
= 


were made between the means on the posttest and a statistically qen= 


| a 


se erated fioure which represents a. predicted posttest score. This 


olitan Achievenent Test, the .: test comparisons 


predicted score is a: Statistic based ona student"S” previous achieve- 


, 


ment without proaram intervention. Predicted scores are used for’: 
comparison when contro] nroups are absent. 3 te 
7 | : | The Historical Renression formula was: used to’ nenerate pres 
* a 
didted posttests. This formula uses nrade efuivatent ‘scores which | 
Dose several statistical -and interpretive problens. The formula was 


used so as to adhere to the proaram propos al. 


2 
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“3 Readina fchievenent _in Snanish 


One of the major ‘objectives of the Bilindual pronran in the 
elementary schools is to develop. and: improve the naive Janquane 
readina skills of, the students. The results of a correlated t-test, 

. analysis of the total raw reading scores “for the Prueba. de Lectura , 
are presented in Tables 2 ‘and k ners 2 nresents a qrade~ ~by-qrade , 
breast scores; Table 3 compares the scores hy school. These 
tables. ineebte improvement in Spanish reading ut (as raasured — 


by the. Pri 


feba de Lectura) across all arade levels and in all ae 


7 
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- TABLE 2 
eoanieh Reading Achievement by Grade (Prueba de 
/ Lectura Raw Scores by Grade beyel, Heans. 
af | “Standard Neviations, t Values) 7 
sy . , 


; . Pretest. Posttest a 
» Grade ON Mean | Mean. 7 — o£ Value. 


(sp) / (sn) 


20° 31 26.7. 51.6 , "9. 60*** 
. : “ , “a . * ¢ 
“ 3. 36 469 OE m ° - 3 8. 45*** 


a  . ee eee 

. 5 37 = 63.5 — . 81.3 -° - 8, 37** . 
_¢ te 7 (16.2) _ (21) a: . a, 7 
og 26 * 65.5. ° 76.6 | - | 5.44 


1a 
Grade 1 was not tested 
tee , ; = fe ey 
y Significant at .001 level bs. 
thy 


a - TABLE 3- a 
oe Spanish Reading Achievement by School (Prueba de 
ro Lectura Raw Scores by School, Means, — 


Standard Deviations, t Values) | 


: Pretest - ' Posttest Yk 
. school Moo. Mean ‘Mean — . : . t Value 
1 (Sp) (8D) : 7 


7 : - (2713) (18.2) | | J 


46 40 53.5. 75.0 * “9,120 


54 53:0 p 72.40 : : -10.63*** 
oe 22.7)? ) | me 


° 67 34 ’ “50.41 * a 62.0 '~ | = , i . 7 8.4g*** 


es sl a i . 
Sianificant at .001 Tevel . 4 . a . . 


pam 


Rebding Achievement _in Enolish 


8 "Student achievement in English readina was measured by the 


Hetro olitan Achievement Test jn Rnadina for Prades three to Six. 


by i 
Tables 4 and 5 present the analyses of these ‘reading scores, ‘All 
grades with ane exception of ‘fifth-grade students showed sinnificant 


improvement in readina, The difference: betveen the achieved and pre- 


< aicke scores in the third, Pouch and sixth qrades,. was statistically 
, SIAR Picahite cv e.ce coe: -_ ; sepsach oo Pin toe ase, a 
Nespite the arowth in reading, all scores are below qrade level, 
j.e.,' the national norms for Ena ish-dominant spite: As the pro- 


] . 
aram serves arudents whose native lanquagje is'not Enqlish, - ‘this is 


; ‘3 to be expected, 2. " 

| The statistical analysis. indicates that the Pilinqual pronram 

- did meet-some of its instructjonal objectives, The followina rece 
ommendations are being supnitted sa that their INGOEPORE Gian in st - '~\ 
the 1980-81 year will enable: ‘the proqram to achieve its objectives . | : 
for all students. The recommendations in the area of test ina will 


facilitate a clear demonstration of such achievement. 
eC poe, ‘ 
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TARLE 4°} _ \ 
Enalish Reading Achievement by Schoo) (Metronolitan 


Nevement: Test Grade Equivalents, Means, => 


7 Standard Neviations, t Values) 


a 7 = " oe " = eri 1 — Pee ees = 

= Pretest Posttest Predicted 

“School. % , “Mean > Maan * Posttest Mean 
—s - (80) (sm) (Sn) 


5403 2.31 2.77 54 
(.97)% © (1055) (12 T0) 


"67 30 | 2,84 24 age 2.83 
ian (466) (Ppa) (673) 


t Yalue 


1.93 


}. | kk ‘ . + te: wr 


- 4 f " a 1 
Sionificant at, .01 level 


Bom, 


5 oe” _—_ E a : TABLE 5 


Enalish Rgadina “chievement by “rade (Metro olitan 


© Achieverient Test Grade Equivalents, Means, 


we 2 . . Standard Neviations, t Values) - “a 


. Pretest ~- Posttest Predicted ® 
Grade. oN Means Mean > Posttest Mean - t Value 
an (S89). (SD) 2 so (Sn) Se By 


2.74 - 9 wa ~3.6ge** 


di ge” = 22a, 31g 7 ee 


a ee ee 3.99 3.537 °° |: 2.20% 
eas 4 2 Adee Gey os ofietys 22 go 


a , L “4 

Students in arades 1 and 2 were not tested 

: atria % ey 

_ Siqnificant at .05 evel 
#ee : a * A ; 

~  Sianificant at -001 level 
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RECOMMENDATIONS «si ws 


~The ‘es are several suqnestions the evaluators wish to pecan : 


4a 


“apie reference to testina: 
” a Ts The testing proqran must he expanded to inéluide: subject 
_ areas other than native De Arts and Endtish reading. 
. - SS te Proqram Director and they Evaluator should explore the : v 
es a availability. ¢ of instruments designed to gauae Bilingual, . - 
| ~ pupil achievenent. “As Bilingual programs have proving 
ated, if is possible euee new measures with demonstrated . . =; 
| mo “paychamatrte qualities may be available for use. : 7 
ie te 4 Hea AN pretests must be: ‘administered-durina the first ronth, a 
: -" >: of the school years: If student achievement is measured 
early, more meaninhful - ‘conclusions about proaran Success - 3 
= Se can be idee. a ae _ 
3. Admirfistration and scoring of tests must be. conducted 
oan 


carefully. rhe procedures outlined. by the test publishers: | 


aa should be fol lovied precisely. put there ; are differences # 


a —— thee procedures, ‘condittons and “sco ring: a at pre- ‘and post- 
| test times and among } schools, then the resulting data ot 
not reflect program impact accurately, The District should 
conduct a training session “for personnel prior to the ad-— 
ministration of pre-tests, ca | 
J . | a All students must be included in “the testing program, It 
should not be left to sole” discretion of the classroom 


é 


= 


z teacher to excuse a child from the testing situation, 
Vy - = Fog ee oi * ie i , 


éb lig. aL serous Hp Instruction 


-in all subject areas. Training workshops focusing on individual ized 


instruction and smal] group techniques should be conducted for teach- 
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= ers and. Educational Assistants. < . a? 4 . 
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Staff Develo ment 


ee Ths 


The staff-Development, pearcen should include the systematic 


ts 


“0 of classroom teachers’ experiences, oy Aca oe mE 


Thése sessi 


gradina of gi eval ‘teachin skiNsy and methods of incorporating 
| bicul tural themes, 7 . . 7 as 
Teachers who are deficient id Spanish or Enalish competence: 


should be encoura ad 40: develop these lanjuaqe™ Btls 
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_ coordinating available neardaTs, with -the: curriculum, Demonstration - soo 
S|] 4 


. sessions in the classes should iba held on a: reqular baele, ‘ se 


ou Student Placement 
There are. students, in ‘the bi inqual program with special needs, 
e.4. learning disabilities, emotional. problems. Provision should be 


made fbr testing and placina these children. 
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